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''PERILOUS TIMES." 



" Now the Spirit speaketh expressly that in the latter times 
some shall depart from the Faith. — ^1 Tim. iv. 1. 

*-' This know also that in .the lastvdays perioos times shall 
come." — 2TiM. iii. 1. , ^^, , 

I CANNOT accuse myself to myself, nor can I be 
justly accused by others, of any personal feeling of 
indisposition towards Doctor Hampden, when it is 
considered that I am a perfect stranger to him, and 
he to me. If, indeed, that it were a fact, that the 
casting out of Doctor Hampden and the bringing 
in of another, a friend whom I might personally 
prefer, were to be the sure consequence of any re- 
presentation of mine, such might be regarded as 
self-interested, corrupt, and unworthy of reception; 
but where I must know that no worldly advantage 
could accrue to me by the rejection of Dr. Hampden 
from the Bishopric of Hereford, I may boldly put 
forth my own opinions upon the writings of Dr. 
Hampden, expose the unsoundness of his opinions, 
and claim credit for no other motives than regard for 
"the truth as it is in Jesus," a desire to defend it, and, 
in conformity with my ordination vow, to, in every 
way I can, " drive away erroneous doctrine.'** 

I have this moment before me writings of Dr. 
Hampden, which I unhesitatingly declare are 
unscriptural, and therefore heretical. They are 
contrary to the articles of religion, which were 
framed Jrom the Scriptures, for the purpose of 
uniformity in the Church on matters of faith, and 

* See ordination Service of Priests and of Bishops too. 
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which neither ecclesiastic nor layman may publicly 
impugn with impunity. 

Dr. Hampden, however, does not agree in opinion, 
with those who considered that uniformity of 
opinion in the Church of Christ, touching matters of 
religion is desirable ; for he openly declares in his 
writings. Observations, pp. 21, 22, as follows : — 
'* Theological opinion, as necessarily mixed up 
with speculative knowledge, ought not to be the 
bond of union of any Christian Society, or a mark 
of discrimination between Christians/* " Wherever 
speculative truth is involved, there must be, pre- 
supposed, an opening for improvement, whereas 
articles of religious communion, from their re^ 
ference to the fixed objects of our faith, assume an 
immoveable character, fatally adverse to all theolo- 
gical improvements." — See Observations, pp. 10, 18, 
28, and postscript to Observations, p. 10. 

If such was the opinion of Dr. Hampden on this 
subject, when subscribing to the Thirty-nine Articles 
at ordination, it is not easy to imagine, in what 
sense, or with what reservations he did so ; but it 
is pretty plain, that he did not do so, ex animoj 
unless, indeed, he has since changed his opinion. 

But Dr. Hampden does not only disapprove of 
fixed articles of communion, declaring them adverse, 
to theological improvement, approving rather of 
such a liberal system, that there should be no such 
" bond of union" in the Church, but that all should 
think, print, preach, and teach whatever doctrines 
they please. Unitarian, Socinian, Popish, or any 
other heretical, provided that each takes the Old 
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and New Testament to prove their opinions to their 
own taste, as the Unitarians do ; under which cir- 
cumstance the Doctor declares " he could not deny 
to such the name of Christians'' — See Observations, 
p. 20. *' When (says the Doctor) I look at the 
reception by the Unitarians both of the Old and 
New Testament, I cannot for my part, strongly as 
I dislike their theology, deny to those who acknow- 
ledge this basis of divine facts the name of Chris- 
tians." 

But Dr. Hampden does not (1 say) only quarrel 
with fixed articles of communion, and prefer a 
looser system in the Church, but he absolutely, in 
his works, ^* prints, to draw some of the Thirty-nine 
Articles aside," (contrary to the royal declaration 
affixed to the Articles, which were ratified in the 
reign of Elizabeth, in convocation, a.d. 1571, which 
may not be done with impunity by '* any public 
reader in either of our universities, or any head or 
master of a college,*' or ''by any divine in the 
universities,") as I am now prepared to shew, only 
in a few instances, as space will not admit many 
which I might also bring forward. 

Take the first Article, viz. " Of faith in the Holy 
Trinity." I shall set down the article, prove every 
point in it from Scripture^ and then set down Dr. 
Hampden's observations on this fundamental pointy 
which Unitarians, deny. 

First Article — '* There is but one living and true 
God, everlasting ; without body, parts, or passions ; 
of infinite power, wisdom, and goodness ; the Maker 
and Preserver of all things, both visible and invisible. 
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And in unity of this Godhead there be three per- 
sons, of one substance, power, and eternity, the 
Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost." 

Now the question is, how may we prove the truth 
of each assertion in this article ? I answer. From 
the canonical or divinely inspired Scripture, with- 
out which there is not, nor could there be any war- 
ranty, neither " should any man be required to 
believe it as an article of faith, or to think it requi- 
site or necessary to salvation." — (See sixth Article of 
our Church.) From Scripture, then, I prove each 
and every assertion in this article " of faith in the 
Holy Trinity/' First, " One God," see 1 Cor. 
viii. 4 ; — '* Living and true/' see 1 Thess. i. 9 ; — 
'' everlasting," see 1 Tim. i. 17 ; — *' without body," 
see John iv. 24 ; — " parts or passions," see Psalm 
cii. 26, 27 ; — " of infinite power," see Matt. xix. 
26 ; — "wisdom," see Psalm cxlvii. 5 ; — ** and good- 
ness," see Luke xviii. 19 ; — ^' the Maker," see 
Coloss. i. 16, 17; — "and preserver of all things 
both visible and invisible," see also Coloss. i. 16, 17; 
— ** and in the unity of this Godhead there be three 
persons of one substance, power, and eternity — the 
Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost. For this unity 
in Trinity and Trinity in unity (as aflSrmed in the St. 
Athanasian Creed) ; see Matt, xxviii. 10, 2 Cor. 
xiii. 14, 1 John v. 7. Thus it is manifest that the 
doctrine of the Trinity is proveableyrowi Scripture. 

But what says Dr. Hampden on it ? He tells 
us that " dialectical science (that is, logical) esta- 
blished that peculiar phraseology which we now use 
in speaking of the Sacred Trinity as three persons 
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and ofne God, 13 L., p. 130 ; and in page 104^ 
he plainly tells us, that '^ the whole discussion (on 
the blessed Trinity) was fundamentally dialectical/' 
as if the doctrine had no better foundation than 
mere logical science^ which would be insuflScient to 
prove truth ; for that which may be logically true 
may be ethically false, and vice versa. 

But the Doctor is not content with his general 
reflection on the doctrine of the Trinity, in page 
130, already quoted, but he must cast reflection 
separately on the Second Article of our Church, 
concerning *' the Word, or Son of God,*' declaring 
the Son begotten from everlasting of the Father, of 
one substance with the Father ; and also on the 
Fifth Article of our Church, *' of the Holy Ghost." 
For in page 117 he thus writes : — " There is much 
of the language of Platonism in the speculation on 
the generation -of the Son and the procession of the 
Holy Ghost." And in page 137 he says, — " The 
orthodox language declaring the Son begotten be- 
fore all worlds, of one substance with the Father, 
was settled by a philosophy wherein the principles 
of different sciences were confounded*' whilst 
these very points contained in these two Articles, 
the Second and Fifth, namely, the Son, begotten 
from everlasting of the Father, and of one sub- 
stance with the Father, as also the procession of the 
Holy Spirit, have their foundations in the divinely 
inspired Scriptures, as I shall now shew. *' The 
Son begotten from everlasting of the Father," see 
Heb. i. 5, 6, 8, 10, 11, Rev. xxii. 13, Isaiah xliv. 6; 
— *' of one substance with the Father," see same pas- 
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sages; — ^^the procession of the Holy Spirit/' see 
John XV. 26, and Rev. xxii. 1. 

I must here observe, that the Doctor was not only 
plainly Unitarian, (when he published his works on 
which he was condemned in convocation,) as regards 
the second person in the Trinity, but Socinian as 
regards the personality of the Holy Ghost^ for in 
page 314-5, he thus expresses himself: — '*The 
ready reception of the theory, that Christ, as the 
sole primary cause of Grace, conveyed that Grace 
through the Sacraments, as subordinate instrumental 
causes by which the Divine agency accomplished 
ITS ends, is sufficiently accounted for by the gene- 
ral belief in magic in the early ages of the Church." 
And again, he says in same page ^* The doctrine qf 
the Sacraments is BASED upon the my stical philo- 
sophy of secret agents in nature, christianized/' 
And again in page 311, the Doctor says *^The 
notions that the Sacraments are visible channels 
through which virtue is conveyed from Christ 
himself, to his mystical body, the Church, is part of 
the theoretic view of scholastic philosophy.** Now, 
as I only here am anxious to dispute in particular 
the Doctor's opinion on the personality of the Holy 
Ghost, I shall only refer the reader to the twenty- 
fifth Article of our Church ; "Of the Sacraments,** 
which I could, if space permitted, as scripturaUy 
prove as any other, and I shall only point to the 
expression of the Doctor in page 314, where he 
speaks of the Holy Ghost, the third PERSON of 
the Trinity, '' ITS ends." Now how does Christ 
himself designate the Holy Spirit? <^ I will pray the 
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Father, and he shall give you another. Comforter 
that HE (not it) may ahide with you for ever, even 
the Spirit of Truth whom (not which) the world 
cannot receive, because it seeth him (not it) not, for 
HE (not it) dwelleth in you; John xiv. 16, 17; — see 
also John, xvi. 7, 8. Thus speaks Christ himself in 
reference to the Holy Spirit ; and thus spake the 
Evangelist St. Luke, in the 13th chapter of the 
Acts of the Apostles, (which he wrote) concerning 
the selection of Paul and Barnabas, to go the Gen- 
tiles. *' As they ministered (says the sacred Histo- 
rian) to the Lord, the Holy Ghost, said ^^ separate 
ME Barnabas and Saul for the work whereunto I 
have called them." In our form of consecration of 
Bishops, the question is solemnly asked of the 
person to be consecrated, " Are you persuaded that 
you be truly called to this ministration ? and the 
answer required is " I am so persuaded." God grant 
that in the event of the consecration of Dr. Hamp« 
den, (if so be the will of God,) that he may be truly 
called of the Holy Ghost. 

1 now pass on to Dr. Hampden's reflections on the 
Creeds, containing, amongst other articles oj^ belief, 
the very doctrine of the Trinity, on which I think I 
have convicted the Doctor's opinions of unsoundness. 
The eighth Article of our Church, " of the Creeds," 
thus declares : — ** The three Creeds, Nicene Creed, 
Athanasian Creed, and that which is commonly 
called the Apostles' Creed, otight thoroughly to be 
KECEiVED and believed, for they may be proved by 
fnost certain warrants of Scripture.^' — See Jude iii. 

But what says the Doctor, Regius Professor qf 
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Divinity in page 378 ? ^' The notions on which 
the several expressions of the articles at large and 
in particular of the Nicene and Athanasian Creeds 
are both founded., are both unphilosophical and un- 
scriptural^ belong to ancient theories of philosophy, 
and are only less obviously injurious to the simpli- 
city of faith than those which they exclude/* 
— *^ The speculative language, (continues the Doc- 
tor in the same page) of those Creeds, were admitted 
into the Church of England, as established by the 
Reformers, before the genius of Bacon exposed the 
emptiness of the system which the schools had 
PALMED on the world, as the only instrument for the 
discovery of all truth, and in page 544 the Doctor 
says : — *'The Nicene and Athanasian Creeds involve 
scholastic speculations/' 

Now, however a reader of these observations on 
the Creeds by Dr. Hampden may be anxious to pal- 
liate them, and by special pleading endeavour to 
acquit the Doctor of heresy, touching them, al- 
though he plainly says that " the notions on which 
the several expressions of the Articles at large, and 
in particular the Nicene and Athanasian Creeds, are 
founded are both unphilosophical and unscriptural/' 
&c., yet the least that can be charged on the Doc- 
tor is a manifest disapproval of the Articles of our 
religion, to which he subscribed at ordination, and 
in particular to the Creeds, and a desire to bring 
them into disrepute, and I think that at least one 
of the Doctor's reasons for this dislike to the Articles 
at large, and to the Nicene and Athanasian Creeds, 
bound up in the Articles, is^ because that they main- 
Digitized by VjOOQIC 
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tain that particular point of doctrine which he is at 
variance with^ the unity in Trinity and Trinity in 
unity," as I have shown from his own declarations 
concerning the Trinity, in pages 130, 104, 117, and 
137, conclusively proving his unsoundness on this 
fundamental article of the Christian faith. 

But it may be asked, to what denomination of 
Christians will you liken the Doctor's opinions, 
seeing he repudiates as unscriptural the notions on 
which the several expressions of the Articles at 
large, and in particular of the Nicene and Athanasian 
Creeds are foufided^ and seeing that he distinctly 
declares his opinion that the phraseology which we 
use in speaking of- the sacred Trinitj as three per- 
sons and one God, is established on dialectical 
science, that the whole discussion was fundamen- 
tally dialectical, that there is much of the lan- 
guage of Platonism in the speculation on the 
generation of the Son and the procession of the 
Holy Ohost^ and such like reflections. 

To what denomination of Christians (I say) shall 
I liken the Doctor's opinions under these declara- 
tions ? Not to any denomination of Christians 
surely ; to what then ? 1 should unhesitatingly say 
to the Unitarians, to whose principles the Doctor 
himself declares he does not object, as unchristian, 
but he calls that body " Christians,'' believing, as 
he avows, " that they acknowledge the great fun- 
damental facts of the Bible," whilst the Unitarians 
do not deny, that ivith the Bible in their hand, and 
professing to prove their creed therefrom, tJiey 
protest against the Trinity, in that they deny that 
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the second person is from everlasting, and asserting 
that his first existence was in the womb, and on his 
birth at Bethlehem, and also, in that they deny his 
co-equality with the Father. 

But let us hear Dr. Hampden himself on Unitor 
rianism more distinctly : — " Unitarians, in that they 
acknowledge the great fundamental facts of the 
Bible, do not really diflFer in Religion from other 
Christians y (pages 20, 21) as if the article of the 
Trinity were no fundamental fa>ct of the Bible^ or 
an article of Christian belief 

Here then we have left the Doctor with the 
Unitarians, but the Doctor must have been under 
some aberration of mind, when writing his con- 
demned works, for we find him guilty of great iw- 
consistency, for he says in another place, (see page 
20), " when I look at the reception by the Unita- 
rians both of the Old and New Testament, I can 
not, for my part, strongly as I dislike their 
THEOLOGY, deny to those who acknowledge this 
basis of divine facts, the name of Christians*^ 

Here then, in pages 20 and 21, first we find the 
Doctor approving of the Unitarians, and putting 
them on a par in religion with other Christians be- 
cause they take the Bible to prove their principles, 
(which principles all Christians deem heresy) and 
this by a '^ wresting of these Scriptures to their 
own destruction ;" and in same page 20 we find the 
Doctor expressing his dislike to the Unitarian theo^ 
logy^ notwithstanding that, he acknowledges, that 
they take the Old and New Testament, as their text 
book. 
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Here then the Doctor calls the Unitarians Chris- 
tiansj because they take the Bible to prove their 
creed, and then he says he dislikes their theology, 
(and still calls them " Christians'') notwithstanding 
that they do take the Bible to prove from. 

There seems to me no way for the Doctor to 
acquit himself of inconsistency, or of temporary 
insanity, when he wrote, except by pleading guilty 
to a more serious charge, namely, a denial of the 
sufficiency of the Holy Scripture. 

But this would be out of the frying-pan into 
the fire ; — *' incidit in Syllam cupiens vitare Cha- 
ry bden." Still, out of the Doctor's own mouth we 
are constrained to confirm the more serious charge 
alluded to, and to come to the conclusion that it 
was on this rock he split, and made shipwreck of the 
faith ; for, only hear the Doctor, in opposition to 
the Sixth Article of the Church, concerning the suf- 
ficiency of the Holy Scripture. Hear him dis- 
paraging these Scriptures, and rendering (if he 
could) their authority less : — " Revelation teaches 
us (says he) that God has manifested Himself rela-- 
tively to us^ as the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Ghost." * " The imperfections of the writers (of 
Scripture) may accidentally infuse alloy into the 
character of the truths concerning Ood^ — Observ. 
p. 15, (first edit.) and in Observ. p. 14, (first edit.) 
he plainly says — " We are not to take the words 

* The writers of Scriptures were not the translators^ but 
Divinely inspired men ; and if (as the Doctor says) they *' infused 
alloy'* then these Scriptures lose their authority, and could not 
be *• written by inspiration of God," unless we question the 
truth of God himself. Reader, see 2 Peter, 1st chap. 21st v. 
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or propositions written hy the inspired writers as 
the substance of the Revelation, instead of looking 
to the authenticated deaUngs of God in tJw world.'' 

Alas ! here is the whole malady of the Doctor, 
under which, no doubt, he lay in 1836. But would 
I be understood to rejoice in his sickness, and in 
having discovered the nature and cause of it ? I 
rejoice not over him in his prostrate state in an 
unchristian feeling, as though he were an enemy. 
No ! I rejoice in the thought that he may be spared 
to see his errors, and to repair the injury which 
such are calculated to inflict on the Church of Christ, 
and to his own soul ; and I pray that his " sickness 
be not unto death." 

Now, we are told that although Dr. Hampden 
did write and publish heretical works some years 
ago, for which he was publicly condemned at Ox- 
ford, in convocation, by the resident members, yet 
that he has since, by his preaching, given symptoms 
of increasing health; indeed, some tell us that Dr. 
Hampden does not hold now the same opinions as 
in 1836, or when he wrote his heretical works. 
This, indeed, should be a matter of thanksgiving in 
the Church, (if so it be,) and the more especially as it 
has pleased God to permit him to be appointed to so 
high and so important a charge in her as to the super- 
intendence of a large portion of the flock of Christ. 

Unchristian would that man be, who could rejoice 
in the fall, even of his greatest enemy ; and how 
much more so, in that of a man who may never 
have rendered him any injury, but, in whose fall 
some worldly principle or personal advantage might 
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be advanced or accomplished. But faithful the 
man who, at the expense of all worldly prospect, 
can lay his hand on his breast, and declare in the 
sight of God and man, ex animo^ that his only 
enmity is against principles opposed to the word of 
God, to lower his Saviour, who ** loved him, and 
gave Himself for him," but ready to receive, join, 
and assist that man, though a persecuting Saul, on 
his conversion, and his giving the same unequivocal 
proofs of it that Saul did — without which proofs, 
we read in the 9th of the Acts, that the disciples 
refused to allow him to join them, however anxious 
he was to do so, and however genuine had been his 
conversion in reality — without which proofs (I say) 
it is even stated that these disciples *' were all afraid 
of him, and believed not that he was a disciple," 
notwithstanding that it was true in reality that he 
had been truly converted. And what, I ask, were the 
proofs by which the disciples were satisfied, and 
upon which we read, in the 28th verse, that they 
associated themselves with him, so that ^* he was with 
them coming in and going out at Jerusalem" — what, 
I say, were these proofs ? 

On his conversion *' he straight-way preached 
Christy that He is the Son of Gody' 20th verse, so 
that in the 21st verse we read that ^^ all that heard 
him were amazed'' [_so decided was the change,'] and 
said, " is not this He that destroyed them which 
called on the name of Jesus in Jerusalem, and came 
hither for that intent," &c. It was then on this 
proof of Saul's having undergone such a change that 
they admitted him to their body ; still it was neces- • 
sary that ere Saul should join them, they should be 
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certified of those facts, proofs of his conversion, 
insomuch as, we read in 27th verse, '* Barnabas," to 
allay their fears ''took Saul and brought him to the 
Apostles, and declared unto them, how he had seen 
the Lord in the way, and that he had spoken to 
him, and how he had preached boldly at Damascus,'* 
(the seat of his persecution of the Church,) " in 
the name of the Lord Jesus*' And after this, 29th 
verse, we find Saul giving further proof of his con- 
version '' speaking boldly ** in the same great name, 
Jesus, and '* disputing against the Grecians."* 

If then Dr. Hampden's conversion from darkness 
to light, be real, let him go and do likewise. Let 
Dr. Hampden go down to Oxford, the seat of his 
persecution of the Church of Christ, by his writings; 
let him take with him a Barnabas to certify him to 
to the Church ; let him there dispute against the 
Grecians, whom he may have corrupted by his " cu- 
rious arts;'* let him, not forgetting the books in which 
are contained his ''curious arts," bring them and 
"burn them before all men,*' as we read those who 
used such did. Acts ; xix. v. 12. Then let him go 
to Hereford, and on his way rejoicing. Then will 
the Church of Christ on earth, receive him with joy ; 
and in Heaven too, will there be joy amongst the 
angels over the one sinner that repented; and 
ultimately shall he hear with joy unspeakable, the 
voice of Jesus himself, " Well done thou good and 
faithful servant, enter thou, into the joy of thy 
Lord."— Amen. 

CLERICUS PHILALETHES. 

18M January, 1848. 
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